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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 10 objected to because of the following informalities: The word "tope" 
should read - top --. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hatfield et al. 

Regarding claim 1, Hatfield teaches in the figures a container comprising a 
container body comprised of spaced apart front and back walls (27,17), a bottom 
structure (12), a top structure (14; it should be noted that the examiner takes the 
position that the container of Hatfield is capable of being supported in an upright 
position by the bottom structure (first primary orientation) and the container is capable of 
being supported in a horizontal position by its back wall (second primary orientation), an 
access cover (20), the access cover being hingedly connected to portions of the bottom 
structure (fig.1). 

Regarding claim 2, Hatfield further teaches a range of pivoting motion is at least 
180° (fig.2). 
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Regarding claim 3, Hatfield further teaches the first portion of the access cover is 
disposed at a large angle (fig. 2) and retaining walls extend along opposite side edges 
of the access cover (26). 

Regarding claim 4, Hatfield further teaches outer surface portions (fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 8, Hatfield further teaches a upper edge portion (23). 

Claims 1-4, 8 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Husby. 

Regarding claim 1 , Husby teaches in the figures 3-5 a container comprising a 
container body comprised of spaced apart front (23) and back walls (22), a bottom 
structure (36.37), a top structure (15; it should be noted that the examiner takes the 
position that the container of Husby is capable of being supported in an upright position 
by the bottom structure (first primary orientation) and the container is capable of being 
supported in a horizontal position by its back wall (second primary orientation), an 
access cover (fig. 4) and the access cover being hingedly connected to portions of the 
bottom structure (fig.5). 

Regarding claim 2, the examiner takes the position that the device of Husby has 
a range of pivoting motion is at least 180° (fig.2). 

Regarding claim 3, Husby further teaches the first portion of the access cover is 
disposed at a large angle (fig. 4) and retaining walls extend along opposite side edges 
of the access cover (24). 

Regarding claim 4, Husby further teaches outer surface portions (fig. 3-5). 

Regarding claim 8, Husby further teaches a upper edge portion (fig. 3). 
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Regarding claims 10 and 11, Husby further teaches a top structure including a 
handle (26; fig. 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5, 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hatfield in view of Parmater et al. 

Hatfield teaches in the figures most of the elements of the claimed invention 
except for the bottom structure recessed and including a downwardly projection support 
portions. Parmater et al teaches in the figures case having a bottom structure (fig.2) 
having a recess and including a downwardly projection support portions (fig. 3 and 14). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate a recess and downwardly projection support portions 
as taught by Parmater in the container of Hatfield for the purpose of supporting the 
container. 

Regarding claim 6, it would have been considered a mere design choice to 
having the predetermined dimension approximately one-half the front-to-back dimension 
for the purpose of providing a sufficient space for the toys when placing on the access 
cover. 
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Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hatfield. 

Hatfield teaches in the figures most of the elements of the claimed invention 
except for the handle on the top structure. Hatfield teaches a container in figure 1 
having a handle (46) attached thereto. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a handle on 
the top structure of the container of Hatfield, since it has been held that rearranging 
parts of an invention involves only routine skill in the art. In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 7 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Hillesland, Kneler, Lindenauer, Harper, Taggart, Thayer, 
Mundschenk, O'Dair. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bena Miller whose telephone number is 703.305.0643. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 



Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) 
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